The Examiner rejects Cairns 1-10 as unpa,entab,e over Comings et a, 
Fletcher et al., or Warren et al. 

Applicant, attorney has been informed that Anti-freeze peptides have not yet 
, n mmP rcial scale It is submitted that one of the reasons for th,s is 

properties. 

amount of Anti-freeze peptides. 

Applicants submit that none of the documents cited by the Examiner provide a 

is given to a,m for aspect rat,os above ^ 



. ,„ te not clarified all in all Clemmings provides no 
the nature of the anti-freeze protein . no. mQre than 

teaching which would motivate the skilled person to come to aspect 



1.9. 
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recrystallisation (see e.g.,. column z, im ; 

to aspect ratios of more than 1 .9. 

Warren relates to fusion proteins consisting essentially of P-^^ 

the invention. 
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Accordingly, the ski„ed person would, on the basis of Ciemmings. Fletcher and 
Warren not be motivated to produce frozen food products which on the one hand 
contain Anti-freeze peptides and which on the other hand have an ice crystal aspect 
ratio of more than 1 .9. 

,n view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, eariy favorable action is 
solicited. 

,f a teiephone conversation would be of assistance in advancing the prosecution 
of the present application, applicants' undersigned attorney invites the Examiner to 
telephone at the number provided. 



Respectfully submitted, 




. 26,162 
( Applicant(s) 
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(201) 840-2332 



